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PATENT 



REMARKS/ARGUMENTS 

Claims 1-20 are pending. Claim 1 has been amended. No new matter has been 

introduced. 

Applicants note with appreciation the allowance of claims 9-20. 

Claims 1-3 and 5-8 stand rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 102(e) as being anticipated 
by Lustig et al. (5,433,651). Claim 4 stands rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Lustig et al. in view of Landers et al. (US 5,953,1 15). The Examiner 
acknowledges that Lustig et al. does not disclose that the angle and wavelength of the incident 
light are selected based on the surface features of the object, and cites Landers et al. for allegedly 
providing the missing teaching. 

Applicants respectfully submit that claim 1 as amended is novel and patentable 
over Lustig et al. because, for instance, Lustig et al. does not teach or suggest directing an 
incident light from a light source disposed in the cavity of the polishing pad to optically measure 
feature heights of surface features on the surface of the object to obtain measurement data during 
the polishing of the surface using the polishing pad, the feature heights being relative height 
differences of the features measured by directing the incident light at the surface of the object 
from the light source disposed in the cavity and observing a reflected light intensity of a reflected 
light from the features on the surface to the cavity. 

In Lustig et al, the light source 76 is disposed below the table 62 (see Fig. 3 and 
column 5, lines 53-58). Nothing in Lustig et al. shows or suggests providing a light source in the 
cavity of the polishing pad. Moreover, Landers et al. does not cure the deficiencies of Lustig et 
al. 

For at least the foregoing reasons, claim 1 and claims 2-8 depending therefrom are 
novel and patentable over Lustig et al. and Landers et al. 
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PATENT 



CONCLUSION 



In view of the foregoing, Applicants believe all claims now pending in this 



Application are in condition for allowance. The issuance of a formal Notice of Allowance at an 
early date is respectfully requested. 



If the Examiner believes a telephone conference would expedite prosecution of 



this application, please telephone the undersigned at 650-326-2400. 



TOWNSEND and TOWNSEND and CREW LLP 

Two Embarcadero Center, Eighth Floor 

San Francisco, California 941 1 1-3834 

Tel: 650-326-2400 

Fax:415-576-0300 

RL:rl 



Respectfully submitted, 




Chun-Pok Leung 
Reg. No. 41,405 



60475752 v1 
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